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DETAILED ACTION 

This is the initial office action based on the application filed on August 1 , 2006. Claims 
1 - 21 are currently pending and have been considered below. 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: typographical 
errors. 

- In paragraph [0026] on page 10 of the specification ("Using the illustrative information 
shown in Fig. 2... ") "Fig. 2" should be corrected to be H Fig. 3". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 8 - 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

- As disclosed in the specification of the application, all components recited in the claim 
that constitute the claimed system are constructed of software program objects and/or 
instructions. Thus, the claimed system is considered a software program containing 
machine-executable instructions, per se (and not associated with any physical 
structure); therefore, it is non-statutory according to 35 U.S.C 101 . For the purpose of 
further claim analysis under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103, The Examiner treats Claims 8-14 
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as a computer program containing machine-readable instructions stored on a physical 
medium for performing the method or steps recited in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Havens (5,752,242). 
- Claims 1, 8, and 15 : 

Havens discloses a method and program product stored on a recordable 
medium for analyzing messages associated with computer program code, comprising 
providing message analysis criteria which identifies at least one computer program 
component, at least one properties file and a predetermined time period; and 
designating desired information including a message quantity for at least one type of 
message; identifying instances of the at least one type of message based on the 
analysis criteria; and analyzing the instances to determine the desired information (i.e., 
filter framework for retrieving information from a file source; Fig. 2b, page 9 lines 57 - 
page 10 line 20). 

However, Havens does not explicitly disclose the desired information further 
comprising an estimated line count for at least one type of message. It is common that 
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once a particular message has been identified and retrieved from its program source, 
the size of the message in terms of word, character, or line count is also desirable for 
overhead computing cost analysis. In this case, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further enable the method 
to obtain a line count for the message where the line count of the message can be 
easily obtained by running many readily available line counting software programs. For 
example, executing a line counting command in a Unix operating system, "wc -w, c, or 
I", yields the word, character, or line count of a file, respectively. 

- Claims 2, 9, and 16 : Havens discloses the method and program product of claim 1 
further comprising outputting the desired information (i.e., the displaying of the filter 
framework GUI via a computer monitor, Figs. 1 and 2b). 

Claims 3, 10 t and 17 : Havens discloses the method and program product of claim 1 
but does not explicitly disclose that the method further comprising computing an 
estimated translation cost based on the estimated line count. A computing system 
always incurs an overhead cost, usually in terms of computing resources, when the 
software application it is running produces messages to communicate with the operator. 
When such a computer system is deployed in different geographic areas where 
differently written languages are used, the messages produced by the application must 
be translated into the language supported by the local operating system. In addition to 
the cost of computing resources, a cost related to the translation of a message from one 
language to another must also be accounted for. In such cases where it is an objective 
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for the method and program of Havens to calculate the cost associated with translating 
software-to-user communication messages, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to compute an estimated 
translation cost based on the word count or estimated line count of the messages. 

- Claims 4. 11, and 18 : Havens discloses the method and program product of claim 1 
but does not explicitly disclose the estimated line count is computed by determining a 
total of words added, changed or deleted within the instances; and dividing the total of 
words by a predetermined value. Usually, lines in a message or file are separated by 
RETURN characters; thus, the line count of a message or file is usually obtained by 
counting the frequency of appearance of the RETURN character in that message or file. 
There are other cases where a line in a message of file is limited to a predetermined 
number of characters or words, such as lines displayed in a text editor (e.g., Microsoft 
Words). In these cases, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to obtain the estimated line count in a message by 
determining the number of words in the message and dividing it by a predetermined 
value, which is the number of words in a line. 

- Claims 5, 12, and 19 : Havens discloses the method and program product of claim 4 
but does not explicitly disclose that the predetermined value is ten. The predetermined 
value is a variable dependent on the display window or screen size in an application. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to select the predetermined value to be ten when the maximum 
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number of words that can be displayed on a line in a certain window or screen is 
determined to be ten. 

- Claims 6, 13, and 20 : Havens discloses the method and program product of claim 1 , 
wherein the instances of the at least one type of message are those that correspond to 
the at least one computer program component and that exist within the at least one 
properties file during the predetermined time period (i.e., "DATE" field; Fig. 2, page 9 
lines 57 - page 10 line 20). Havens does not explicitly disclose that the at least one 
type of message is selected from the group consisting of newly created messages, 
edited messages and deleted messages. In the software development industry, 
software configuration management (SCM) software is preferably and prevalently used 
in source controlling program files. As a message is selected so that its instances can 
be retrieved from source files within a certain time period, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to recognize that, 
when SCM is employed, the selected message would automatically and implicitly 
belong to one or more of the created, edited, and deleted categories of messages. 

- Claims 7, 14, and 21 : Havens discloses the method and program product of claim 6 
but does not explicitly disclose that the estimated line count represents a translation 
estimate for the newly created messages and the edited messages. Systems running 
software applications that produce messages to communicate with the user impose a 
cost on the system as discussed in the reasons for rejection of claims 3, 10, and 17. 
Deleted messages obviously do not contribute to the cost since they are no longer 
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processed by the system; created and edited messages, on the other hand, do. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to recognize that the translation estimate is based on the line count of the newly 
created and edited messages. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thai Van Pham whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1064. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 9am - 5pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Myhre can be reached on (571) 270-1065. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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J^fffes Myhre 

Supervisory Patent Examiner 



